The	ond the Middle East
the responsibility for the decision to be taken, would have made the
decision much Eiore difficult to take.
40. It has been said that the final decision on the withdrawal of
UNEF should have been taken only after consideration by the General
Assembly. This position is not only incorrect but also unrealistic. In
resolution 1000 (ES4) the General Assembly established a United Nations
command for an emergency intematlcnal force. On the basis of that
resolution the Force was quickly recruited and its forward elements
flown to the staging area at Naples. Thus, though established, it had
to await the permission of the Government of Egypt to enter Egyptian
territory. That permission was subsequently given by the Government
of Egypt as a result of direct discussions between Secretary-General
Hammarskjold and President Nasser of Egypt There is no official
United Nations document on the basis of which any case could be
made that there was any limitation on the authority of the Government
of Egypt to rescind that consent at its pleasure, or which would indi-
cate that the United Arab Republic had in any way surrendered its
right to ask, for and obtain at any time the removal of UNEF from
its territory.
 41.	As a practical matter, there would be little point in any ease in
taking such an issue to the General Assembly unless there would be
reasonab'e certainty that that body could be expected expeditiously to
reach a substantive decision. In the prevailing circumstances, the ques-
tion could have been validly raised as to what decision other than the
withdrawal of UNEF could have been reached by the General Assembly
once United Arab Republic consent for the continued presence of UNEF
was withdrawn.
 42.	As regards the practical possibility of the Assembly considering
the request for UNEFs withdrawn1, it is re'evant to observe that the
next regular session cf the General  Assembly was some four months
off at the time the withdrawal request was inade. The special session
of the Genera! Assembly which' was meeting at the time could have
considered Che question, according to rule  19 of the Assembly's rules
of procedure, onfy If two thirds of eightv-two members voted for the
inc*osiaB of die Item In the agenda. It Is questionable, to say the least,,
whether the necessary support could have been mustered for such a
controversial item. Tliere could have been bo emergency special session
s»noe ffce issue was not then before the Security Council, and therefore
'the	of lack of unanimity did not exist.
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